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IN 1964 THERE WERE 6.8 MILLION FAMILIES LIVING IN 
POVERTY. THE INCIDENCE OF FOVERTY AMONG FAMILIES WOULD BE 
GREATER, HOWEVER, IF IT WERE NOT FOR THE CONT“ IBUTION MADE BY 
WORKING WIVES TO FAMILY INCOME. NEARLY 5 MILLION CF THE 
FAMILIES LIVING IN POVERTY WERE HUSBAND-WIFE FAMILIES. OF ALL 
HUSBAND-WIFE FAMILIES, ONLY 6 FERCENT WERE POOR IF THE WIFE 
WORKED. ALMOST 2 MILLION OF THE 5 MILLION FAMILIES HEADED BY 
A WOMAN WERE POOR. DEGREE OF POVERTY WAS RELATED TO THE 
AMOUNT OF TIME THE WOMAN WAS EMPLOYED. AMONG ALL WIVES NOT 
LIVING ON FARMS, 59 FERCENT OF NONWHITE AND 43 FERCENT WHITE 
WORKED SOMETIME IN 1S64 . THE DIFFERENCE IN THE PROPORTION OF 
WHITE AND NONWHITE WIVES WHO WORKED GENERALLY DIMINISHED AS 
THE FAMILY INCOME LEVEL ROSE, EXCEFT AT $10,000 AND OVER. IN 
MARCH 1965, 57 FERCENT OF EMPLOYED WOMEN HEADS OF FOOR 
FAMILIES WORKED IN SERVICE OCCUPATIONS, BUT AMONG ALL 
EMPLOYED FEMALE HEADS OF FAMILIES, ONLY 30 PERCENT WERE IN 
SERVICE WORK, AND 43 PERCENT WERE IN PROFESSIONAL, CLERICAL, 
OR SALES OCCUPATIONS. THE UNEMPLOYMENT RATES AMONG WOMEN 
HEADS OF FAMILIES WERE 12.9 PERCENT IN FOOR FAMILIES AND 2.6 
PERCENT IN NON-POOR FAMILIES. INFORMATION IS BASED ON DATA 
FROM THE U.S. DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, EDUCATION, AND WELFARE, 
THE SOCIAL SECURITY ADMINISTRATION, AND THE U.S. DEPARTMENT 
OF LABOR. (FF) 
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U.S. DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH. EDUCATION & WELFARE 
OFFICE OF EDUCATION 

U.S. DEPARTMENT OF LABOR 

women’s BUREAU m D0CUHEHT HAS BEEN REPRODUCED EXACTLY AS RECEIVED FROM THE 
Washington. D.c. 202to Qg ORGANIZATION ORIGINATING IT. POINTS OF VIEW OR OPINIONS 

STATED DO NOT NECESSARILY REPRESENT OFFICIAL OFFICE OF EDUCATION 
POSITION OR POLICY. 

FACT SHEET ON WOMEN'S EARNINGS IN POOR* FAMILIES 



ThfirG Were 6-8 inillion fwnll isg Hvjner In i*i 1 1 1 

families included 8.5 million women and 6.8 million men 16 years of age 
and over, and 13.7 million children under 16 years of age. An additional 
3*8 million families were counted among the near poor. The incidence of 
poverty among families would be greater, however, if it were not for the 
contribution made by working wives to family income. 

* ft * * * * 

Nearly 5 million of the families living in poverty in 1964 were 
husband- wife families. Of all husband- wife families, only 6 percent were 
poor if the wife was in the paid labor force; 14 percent were poor if she 
was not. About 20 percent of the nonwhite husband-wife families were poor 
if the wife ims in the paid labor force; 42 percent, if she was not. In 
contrast, only 4 percent of the white husband- wife families were poor if 
the wife worked; 12 percent, if she did not. 

•fr * ♦ * # 

Almost 2 million of the 5 million families headed by a woman in 1964 
were living in poverty. The incidence of poverty is less if the head of 
the family is employed. In 1964 only 23 percent of the families headed 
by a woman were poor if the head was employed (15 percent among white 
families , 47 percent among nonwhite families ) . In contrast , nearly half 
of these families were poor if the woman head was unemployed or not in the 
labor force (42 percent among white families, 78 percent among nonwhite). 



1/ The figures in this report are based on the Social Security 
Administration index of poverty, which assumes that a 4- person nonfarm 
family with annual cash income of less than $3,130 and a 4-person farm 
family with annual cash income of less than $2,195 live in poverty. The 
criteria for near poverty are: between $3,130 and $4,075 annual cash in- 

come for a 4- person nonfarm family and between $2,195 and $2,865 annual 
cash income for a 4- person fam family. Both indexes are adjusted to 
take family size into account. The criteria are adjusted from year to year 
to make allowances for price changes. 

NOTE. --The figures in this fact sheet are from the U.S. Department of 
Health, Education, and Welfare, Social Security Administration, Social 
Security Bulletins, April 1966 and May 1966, and U.S. Department of Labor, 
Bureau of Labor Statistics, Special Labor Force Report No. 64. 
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The year-round employment of women who head their families 
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shown in the following table, 
ffaaa-n v income in 1964 
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vi .th work experience^. 
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Under $2,000 
$2,000 to $2,999 
$3,000 to $4,999 
$5,000 to $6,999 
$7,000 to $9,999 
$10,000 and over 
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UfOTploymeKt is a Major factor in poverty. The iinemplojment rates 
among Tm heads of families in March 19&5 were 12.9 percent in poor 
families and 2.6 percent in nonpoor families . The comparable unemploy- 
ment rates for male heads of families were 7 percent and 2.6 percent. 
Komihite fe^le heads of poor families were the most likely to be un- 
employed; their unemployment rate warn l4„5 percent in March 1965 . 
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